RUSSIA AND ASIA-PACIFIC SECURITY: THE MARITIME DIMENSION
INTRODUCTION
The present crisis in Russia's relations with the West makes its pivot to Asia-Pacific a steady and irreversible trend. Asia-Pacific countries welcome Russia's turn to the East, which is exemplified by the participation of Asian countries in Eastern Economic Forum and other Russian initiatives aimed to foster the development of Siberia and the Far East. During the power shift to Asia-Pacific, the contradictions between different actors are growing, so the region needs the stabilizing influence of an actor interested in and capable of preserving peace and stability.
Russia is interested in a comprehensive and multidimensional participation in Asia-Pacific economic, political and socio-cultural developments which could raise its regional profile 4 .
Asia-Pacific is a maritime region, and its prosperity depends to a considerable extent on maritime security. At the same time, many maritime security challenges are becoming difficult to tackle owing to both the changing nature of these problems and the decreasing capabilities of regional regulatory institutions. While the agenda of key pan-regional multilateral institutions where security issues are discussed-ASEAN Regional Forum, ASEAN Defence Ministers
Meeting Plus Eight and East Asia Summit-is set by ASEAN, its position as the "driving force"
of these forums are undermined by China's policy in the South China Sea. As C. Thayer put it, "China is slowly and deliberately excising the maritime heart out of Southeast Asia" 5 . Other
Asia-Pacific actors, mainly the United States, also have their own interests in the South China Sea, which are nearly impossible to reconcile. Russia as an actor and sea power is becoming more and more involved in Asia-Pacific region processes, so there is a need to have a clear idea about Russian strategy on maritime security issues in the region. Despite this, Russia's quest for a new role in shaping the regional maritime security landscape and the possibilities to resolve the existing challenges are rarely covered in academic writings and debates.
At these analytical crossroads, the research provides a nuanced analysis of the current trends in Russia's policy towards Asia-Pacific maritime security issues and Russia's special possibilities to keep the existing contradictions manageable. The paper argues that Russia's contribution to strengthening cooperative trends in relations between the main Asia-Pacific actors has positive repercussions for regional maritime security. 
ASIA-PACIFIC MARITIME SECURITY: GOING GLOBAL
The argument that Asia-Pacific is to shape the future global economic and strategic landscape is substantiated by the rise of global dimension of many Asia-Pacific maritime developments. Asia-Pacific waterways play an increasingly important role in global seaborne trade. The Trans-Pacific and Euro-Asian directions of container shipments are significantly bigger than the corresponding volumes of Trans-Atlantic sea lanes. There is a clear link between Asia-Pacific maritime developments and regional and global food. The latter is currently rising to prominence for both the region and the whole world.
According to Asian Development Bank figures, in 2010 more than 60% (733,0 million) of the 1,2 billion people who live on less than 1,25 dollars a day (PPP estimates, 2005) were in the countries of Asia and the Pacific. In 2010-2050, these countries are expected to account for 583,2 million of the 2,6 billion estimated population increase 8 . In these circumstances, the measures to tackle food security problem undertaken by Asia-Pacific states will shape the socioeconomic and environmental situation not only in Asia-Pacific but to a significant extent on the global scale. Given that Asia-Pacific is a maritime region, the possibility to strengthen food security depends upon unimpeded fishing. At the same time, in the South China Sea, which gives one tenth of global catch 9 , the exploitation of biological resources is hampered by unresolved territorial disputes.
The rise of the global component of Asia-Pacific maritime issues is also exemplified by the transformation of key regional maritime security challenges. The developments in the South China Sea, the East China Sea and the Japan Sea are cases in point.
Regarding the South China Sea issue, since the US has been "back to Asia", the essence of the disagreements has shifted from the China's apprehensions were further exacerbated after "The New Guidelines for Defence Cooperation" were adopted by US and Japan in April 2015. The document outlines the cooperation as "seamless" and stipulates that the parties "will cooperate closely with each other on measures to maintain maritime order based upon international law, including freedom of navigation 18 (emphasis added by the authors). From the South China Sea perspective, this has two repercussions. First, this provides Japan with a stronger institutional foundation to join US criticism on China's alleged disregard for international maritime law. 19 Second, Japan can be involved in US intelligence gathering activities in this maritime area. All this strongly intensifies the divergences in Sino-American threat perceptions in the South China Sea.
These trends clearly suggest that in the years to come the South China Sea will remain the key Asia-Pacific security challenge. If the situation deteriorates, a profound transformation of the overall security system in Asia-Pacific may be generated, strengthening US alliances and marginalizing ASEAN-led frameworks of cooperative security dialogue.
The rise of the global dimension mirrors the present evolution of maritime security repeatedly emphasized that the Senkaku islands are covered by the US-Japan Alliance 20 . Given that the East China Sea forms the northeast part of the already mentioned "first islands chain", the argument that contradictions over the Senkaku islands issue will be increasingly shaped by relations between China and the United States rather than China and Japan seems convincing.
Last but not least, Russo-Japanese territorial dispute are relevant. The Kuril islands, Along with the rise of global instability, the developments described above suggest that Asia-Pacific maritime security has become more fragile. The problem is exacerbated by the limited ability of regional regulatory institutions to effectively tackle security challenges. As things are, those discussions have not brought tangible progress.
There is a key reason which accounts for the stagnation of these institutions in practical and conceptual terms. to elaborate on a unified approach to the existing problems. 22 With these factors in mind, the negotiations are doomed to be prolonged and any solution will be of limited effectiveness as it will not catch the essence of the present reality. As a result, the contradictions over the South China Sea set of issues are unlikely to be resolved.
In sum, an imbalance between the rise of the global component of regional maritime security issues, coupled with the increasing influence of the present global confrontation in AsiaPacific, means the limited abilities of regional regulatory institutions are becoming more and more evident. Even so, the regional maritime security challenges can be kept manageable if influenced by an actor who has global status and can offer the region a cooperative agenda with a strong consolidating component. This actor has to underpin its offer by considerable economic potential, independent foreign policy, and an interest in fostering cooperation. Russia seems to meet these requirements. More than that, Russia itself demonstrates both increased ambitions in terms of shaping the Asia-Pacific economic, political and security landscape and growing capabilities to add substance to these efforts.
RUSSIA IN ASIA-PACIFIC: FOSTERING WIN-WIN COOPERATION
For Russia an active and diversified policy in Asia-Pacific is a key strategic task. 23 The most salient reasons are presented below.
One of them is a growing need to expand access to external resources for implementing internal socio-economic modernization. As Russia's relations with the West are deteriorating, with food in emergency situations is a key task for regional governments. All these factors call for creating substantial regional food reserves.
Despite the fact that Russia imports some amount of food, it has a strong potential in developing joint joint agricultural projects on its territory: Russia Beijing. During the visit, important contracts were signed. Gazprom and China National Petroleum Corporation (CNPC) agreed to supply pipeline gas from Russia to China. The 30-year contract stipulates that 38 billion cubic meters of Russian gas will be annually delivered to China. According to A.Miller, the head of Gazprom, "Russia and China have signed the biggest contract in the entire history of the USSR and Gazprom-over 1 trillion cubic metres of gas will be supplied during a whole contractual period. The arrangement of Russian pipeline gas supplies is the biggest investment project on a global scale. USD 55 billion will be invested in the construction of production and transmission facilities in Russia. An extensive gas infrastructure network will be set up in Russia's East, which will drive the local economy forward. Great impetus will be given to entire economic sectors, namely metallurgy, pipe and machine building." 33 Prospects for supplies of Russian gas to north-western China through the Altai gas pipeline with an expected capacity of 30 billion cubic metres per year will further strengthen Russo-Chinese rapprochement. The framework agreement was signed in November 2014.
No less important are other agreements reached by Moscow and Beijing, for instance, the memo of cooperation between Russian United Aircraft Corporation (UAC) and Chinese
Comac corporation on developing a long-range passenger plane. According to UAC President Pogosyan, the market prospects for such a plane are bright, and by 2032, it will have up to 10% of the wide-body aircraft market. 34 Taking into account that Russia has already mastered the manufacturing of short-range Superjet-100 and is planning to make operational middle-range MC-21, cooperation with China on the long-range plane will allow Russia to develop a whole line of passenger planes.
A new breakthrough in relations between Russia and China took place in May 2015,
when an agreement to integrate the EEU and Chinese Economic Belt Silk Road project was signed. As a result, a consolidated Eurasia with increased financial and infrastructural potential is emerging. According to Russian experts, this will recalibrate the future global order making it more polycentric and, by implication, stable, democratic and equal. In the "new Vienna Congress of the 21 st century", the Russian-Chinese nexus is likely to play one of main roles. 35 Apart from China, Russia is developing relations with its other Asia-Pacific neighbours.
In dialogue with Japan and South Korea-US allies-a conspicuous trend is the separation of politics and economics. This generates sentiments in those countries that cooperation with Russia should be developed regardless any political or circumstantial, factors. For instance, in South
Korea expert community a widely-spread opinion is against the Russian sanctions. Korean experts advocate the view that the interests of the US and South Korea should be separated.
Ukraine and the Crimea are in all respects far from Korea while Russia is near, and the Russian factor will be key in realizing the Eurasian Initiative, the central priority of the Park administration. More than that, Moscow has significantly expanded its leverage in influencing Pyongyang whose leadership is currently much more attentive to Russia's expectations than it was even a short time ago.
Cooperation between Russia and ASEAN is also on the rise. The association sees
Russia as an important factor in preserving the geo-strategic stability in Asia-Pacific. In specific terms, Russia is perceived as a power able to contribute to preventing Sino-American geopolitical rivalry in the region. ASEAN is ready to coordinate its developmental plans with These measures combined will not only increase Russia's credentials in Asia-Pacific, but also make it a new regional power centre-non-aggressive, responsible and eager to strengthen the cooperative paradigm between regional actors. More than that, it will to a considerable extent prevent the transmission of global instability on Asia-Pacific.
ASIA-PACIFIC MARITIME DIMENSION: RUSSIA'S SPECTRUM OF INSTRUMENTS
At the conceptual level, Russia's orientation towards fostering cooperation in the AsiaPacific maritime domain was outlined in the new Maritime Doctrine of the Russian Federation.
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In the practical realm, it can be seen in Russia's efforts to elaborate on a practically-oriented approach to regional maritime security challenges.
Russia is perfectly aware that a number of obstacles hamper the bilateral vector of this approach. The first accounts for the immense significance attached by East Asians to sovereignty and territorial integrity. Russian experts follow the evolution of the South China Sea issue and know that attempts taken by Japan to act as a liaison in the Sino-Philippine dispute over the Mischief Reef in mid-1990s generated nothing but their escalation. Russia also knows that the US proposal to play the role of a mediator in the South China Sea issue has added to its complexity. Consequently, any kind of mediation, even with best intentions, is out of the question.
The second limitation is contradictions between Russia and Japan over the South Kuril may represent a danger to navigation or to aircraft in flight should be specified. The necessity to adopt such an agreement is all the more urgent since in real-life situations, captains and crews are provided with no recommendation on how to behave, which generates misunderstanding and inadvertent steps. The aforementioned document can be of both sub-regional and pan-regional dimension.
In the former case, it could be elaborated on within Northeast Asia, the region where Russia has a territorial dispute with Japan. The platform on which this can be done might be If this idea is translated into reality, under any scenario positive repercussions for regional maritime security will be in place. At the same time, serious modifications of the Agreement 1972 will be necessary. The Agreement was concluded in different historical realities-during the Cold-War and between the global superpowers. No less important is that it related to the high seas while in Northeast and Southeast Asian the high seas this may not exist at all owing to the overlap of territorial claims. Nevertheless, the elements of positive experience that was gained in previous times can and should be used in the current circumstances.
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For Russia expert analysis of this idea becomes an urgent necessity. The next step should be increased support of analytical centres whose area of research focuses on international relations in Asia-Pacific. This can be combined with information campaign presenting Russia's efforts to preserve peace and security in Asia-Pacific in general and its maritime domain in particular.
Apart from making the Asia-Pacific maritime area more cooperative, these measures, coupled with raising Russia's maritime capabilities and intentions to shape regional maritime security landscape, will discourage other parties form dragging Russia into a conflict which could destabilize Asia-Pacific security with negative consequences for global security. Although in the short-term perspective these measures may not make a dramatic and immediate breakthrough in resolving maritime security challenges, in the long run, they might be among very few mechanisms to maintain stability in Asia-Pacific and, by implication, the whole world.
CONCLUSION
The rise of Asia-Pacific in global economy, politics and security is taking place simultaneously with the advent of the new global geopolitical confrontation. As a result, the global dimension of Asia-Pacific security challenges, including those related to maritime security, is strengthening. The simultaneous rise of overall instability in Asia-Pacific generates negative cumulative repercussions for the regional maritime security. At the same time, regional regulatory institutions are encountering inherent limitations in grasping the essence of these contradictions and, by implication, finding long-term and sustainable solutions.
Global issues need solutions provided by global powers. In this light, Asia-Pacific needs a stabilizing influence from an actor whose significant global potential is supplemented by nonassertive and cooperative regional policy. This gives a new meaning to Russia's role in AsiaPacific maritime security.
Coupled with overabundant natural resources and its strategy to develop its Far Eastern and Siberian territories, Russia's naval modernization is not aimed to change the existing geostrategic status-quo. In Russia's new Marine Doctrine, no traces of assertiveness or exclusiveness can be found. Russia's unwillingness to project its naval power stems primarily from understanding that in present international circumstances, there are better ways to strengthen global maritime security including in Asia-Pacific. In the current highly volatile international situation, any minor conflict in which Russia, with its size, potential and influence, can be drawn, will inevitably acquire a global dimension-with grave consequences for global 20 security.
With respect to Asia-Pacific maritime security, Russia can expand incentives to cooperate, both by developing its resource and transit potential and adopting positive elements of the Cold War experience to the present realities.
These factors considerably increase the significance of the Russian factor in keeping the situation in Asia-Pacific waters manageable. The more so since Russia, which was on the forefront of two world wars, perhaps like no one else wants to keep its external milieu peaceful.
The task that Asia-Pacific might well have to deal with in the near future.
